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Statement of Additional Facts 
No additional facts are relied upon in this reply. 

Argument 

In the Examiner's Answer, on page 6, in the section entitled "Response to Argument", 
the Examiner asserts that "Bryant clearly discloses a medicinal metering valve and valve stem 
which only lacks the claimed elastomeric sleeve." This assertion is irrelevant and not responsive 
to the Appellant's point. The Appellants submit that that the teachings of Neff, provided in the 
context of apparatuses that "require speedy and precise control of large volumes of operating air" 
such as "an air cylinder, an air brake, a press clutch" lie in a field that does not inform one of 
ordinary skill in the art regarding aerosol valve stems that are useful, for instance, in metered 
dose dispensing devices. See both column 1, lines 5 to 20 and column 5, lines 50 to 56 of Neff. 
The fact that Bryant relates to medicinal metering valves and valve stems does not in any way 
negate the shortcomings of Neff or its inappropriateness as a secondary reference. That is, a 
showing that he primary reference (Bryant) lies in an analogous field of art does not relieve the 
Patent Office of its obligation to establish that the secondary reference (Neff) does as well. Such 
a showing has not been made. 
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Conclusion 

For the foregoing reasons, appellants respectfully submit that the Examiner has erred in 
rejecting this application. Please reverse the Examiner on all counts. 

Respectfully submitted, 



September 3, 2010 By: /Christopher M. Geise/ 

Date C.Michael Geise, Reg. No.: 58,560 

Telephone No.: 651-736-3363 

Office of Intellectual Property Counsel 
3M Innovative Properties Company 
Facsimile No.: 651-736-3833 
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